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confirmation. When they get voted,
they get confirmed—with the exception
of Justice White—by 90 to 10, or 95 to 5,
and many times unanimously. But
their lives has been put on hold for 2 or
3 years. Their authority as a judge has
been diminished because of that. It is
humiliating to them.

Frankly, it is humiliating to the Sen-
ate. It is beneath this great body. I
have served here for over 25 years. I
can’t think of any greater honor that
could come to me than to have the peo-
ple of Vermont allow me to serve here.
I should put on my tombstone, other
than husband and father, that I was a
United States Senator.

I have always thought of this Senate
as the conscience of the Nation. We are
not handling the conscience of this Na-
tion very well.

We have a responsibility to uphold
the judiciary. If we allow it to be tat-
tered, if we allow it to be shredded, if
we allow it to be humiliated, how can
a democracy of a quarter of a billion
people uphold our laws? How can the
country have respect both for the laws
and the courts that administer them, if
we in the Senate, the most powerful
legislative body in this country, don’t
show that same respect? If we diminish
that, it will be an example to be fol-
lowed by the rest of the people in this
country.

There are only 100 of us who have the
privilege of serving here at any given
time to represent a quarter of a billion
Americans. Sometimes we should think
more of that responsibility than par-
tisan politics.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, before my
friend from Vermont leaves, let me say
a few things. In this body, we tend not
to give the accolades to our fellow Sen-
ators that we should. I want the Sen-
ator from Vermont to know how the
entire Democratic caucus supports and
follows the lead of this man on matters
related to the judiciary. He has done an
outstanding job leading the Demo-
cratic conference through this wide-
ranging jurisdictional authority of the
Judiciary Committee.

We are very proud of the work that
PAT LEAHY does. The people of
Vermont should know that, first of all,
he is always looking after the people of
Vermont. I am from a State 3,000 miles
away from Vermont, the State of Ne-
vada. People in Nevada should, every
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day, be thankful for the work the Sen-
ator does, not only for the State of
Vermont but for the country.

I want the RECORD to be spread with
the fact that we in the minority are so
grateful for the work the Senator from
Vermont does for our country. The
statement made today certainly out-
lines many of the problems we are hav-
ing in the Senate, none of which are
caused by the Senator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank
my friend from Nevada. I must admit,
in my 25 years, nobody has handled the
job as whip the way the Senator has. In
having the Senator as an ally on the
floor, I come well armed, indeed.

Mr. SANTORUM. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
INHOFE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

MARRIAGE PENALTY RELIEF

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, in all
likelihood tomorrow we will be sending
the President a bill to eliminate the
marriage penalty for most Americans.
I urge the President to sign this bill.

This bill will provide tax relief for
millions of married couples. For indi-
viduals or for couples who have in-
comes of $52,000, they will see their
take-home pay increase by a total of
about $1,400. Some of my colleagues on
the Democratic side have said that is a
tax cut for the wealthy. It is not. I
don’t consider a married couple who
have an income of $52,000 particularly
wealthy. We want to eliminate the
marriage penalty and allow them to
keep more of their own money. They
should not be taxed at a 28-percent
rate.

That is what our bill does. Our bill
says we should double the 15-percent
rate on individuals for couples. Right
now, people who have taxable incomes
of $26,000 as individuals pay taxes at 15
percent. We are saying married couples
should pay taxes at 15 percent at twice
that amount, up to $52,000. That only
makes sense. If you tax individuals at
15 percent up to $26,000, for couples it
should be double that amount, $52,000,
except that present law taxes couples
at 28 percent beginning at $43,000.

So if couples have taxable income
above $43,000, they start paying 28-per-
cent income tax. If they happen to be
self-employed on top of that, it is 28
percent plus 15.3 percent Social Secu-
rity and Medicare tax. That is 43.3 per-
cent. In most States, they have income
tax rates of another 6 or 7 percent,
State income tax. That is over 50 per-
cent for a couple with taxable income
of $44-$45-$50,000. That is too high.
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Congress has passed a bill—both the
House and the Senate, identical bills—
that says let’s double that 15-percent
rate for couples, the individual rate for
couples, so the taxable income will be
15 percent up to $52,000, 28 percent
above that.

Again, I urge the President to sign it.
It is not tax cuts for the wealthy; it is
tax cuts for all married couples who
have incomes of $43,000, $52,000, or
$60,000. The amount of benefit, max-
imum benefit, is about $1,400.

I urge the President to sign that bill.

—————

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I now
ask unanimous consent the Senate pro-
ceed to a period of morning business
with Senators permitted to speak for
up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, will the
Senator restate the unanimous consent
request?

Mr. NICKLES. I asked unanimous
consent that the Senate now proceed to
a period of morning business with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10
minutes each.

Mr. REID. No objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SENATOR
JIM BUNNING’S 100TH PRESIDING
HOUR

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, today, I
have the pleasure to announce that an-
other freshman has achieved the 100
hour mark as presiding officer. Senator
JIM BUNNING is the latest recipient of
the Senate’s coveted Golden Gavel
Award.

Since the 1960’s, the Senate has rec-
ognized those dedicated members who
preside over the Senate for 100 hours
with the Golden Gavel. This award con-
tinues to represent our appreciation for
the time these dedicated senators con-
tribute to presiding over the U.S. Sen-
ate—a privileged and important duty.

On behalf of the Senate, I extend our
sincere appreciation to Senator
BUNNING and his diligent staff for their
efforts and commitment to presiding
duties during the 106th Congress.

———

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SENATOR
GORDON SMITH’'S 100TH PRE-
SIDING HOUR

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, today, I
have the pleasure to announce that
Senator GORDON SMITH is the latest re-
cipient of the Senate’s Golden Gavel
Award, marking his 100th hour of pre-
siding over the U.S. Senate.

The Golden Gavel Award has long-
served as a symbol of appreciation for
the time that Senators contribute to
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